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THEOSOPHY AN NMODERN SCIENCE
1 thing it may be truthfully stated
that Theosophy stands alone as a co
herent theory of the nniverse. It gives
a complete explanation of every prin-
ciple that has come within the cogniz-
ance of the human mind. .

Its structure is a peculiar interlacing
of Science, Philosophy, and Religion;
and the blending is harmoniousand com-
plete. L.

Spencer has pointed out (Principles
of Psychology Vol. 1, Sec. 206) that,
“Progression from the lower to the
higher is, throughout, a progression to-
wards greater specialty and complexity
of correspondence. Each more generval
relation has become known through the
experience of relations a degree less
general.”

The conceptions of high generality
and great complication of correspond-
ence advanced by Thecsophy are, there
fore. evidence that the genesis of the
thought which has evolved it, either
dates prior to, or has been more persist-
ent than that swhich has produaced
wodern science; for Theosophy not only
includes all that modern scientists have
learned but it contains much more. In
fact scieance har barely reached the
Vvorderland of Theosophy.

Tilodern science tells us that man con
taing all the elements that he has, so
far. discovered in the universe.

Theosophy teaches that man is an
epitome of the universe; and that we
can comprehend the cosmos only in so
far as we understand our own nature

Buchner remarks that *the great
ocean of mankind moves according to
the same laws as thesea. . . . It
is the innermost nature of both to ebb
and flow.”

The greatest elaboration of the Nebu-
lar hypothesic supposes eternal succes-
sions of nebulosity and planetary ex-
istence of the solar and all similar
systems in the nniverse. And the facts
attained thro-gh scientific investigation
in Geology. Physiology, Chemistry, an .
in every department, indicate, every-
where in nature, an underlying law of
cycles. Occult Science teaches a simi-
Jar ebb and flow thronghout the uni-
verse, and that the universe itself as a
whole, i3 scbject to the same law of
alternation; having its day aud night
called manvantara and pralaya. The
Jawn of 8 manvantara is said to be the
cowming into action of the opposite poles
of Parabrahm, which are Spuit and

Matter. Spirit. the root of subjective
or thinking existence; and Matter, the
root of substantial objective life. The

' interaction of these two principles, we

are told, builds up the whole fabric of
the universe. Planets, beings, and
finally man. So that such a being as an
anthropomorphic God is quite asforeign
to Theosophy as tamodern science.

‘When Deity is spaken of, the idea uan-
derlying is similar to Speuncer’s Infinite
Eternal Energy which is behind all and
heyond all” or “The Unknowable.” In-
deed, according to Schopenhauer, ¢the
1dea and revelation of a personal God
Opiginated in but one nation only, viz.,
the Jews: being subsequently propagat-
€d in the two religious systems which
Vroceed from Judaism, viz., Christian-
1ty and Mahowetanism.”

Modern Science tellsus that the whole
universe is built up by the two princi-
ples Force and Matter, but force and
matter are endowed with vitality and
intelligence.

Although the sheory of evolution is
but a thing of yesterday in modern
scientific thought, it has been taught, we
are told, for thousands of years by the
propoundlers of theosophy. Spirit and
Matter, tuey tell us, develop on seven
planes of conscionsnéss, i.e.. they mani-
fest on seven different principles, and
everythinginnature contains theseseven
principles, eitherlatent or potent. They
are divided into two groups of four ob-
jective or material; and three sudjective
or spiritual.

In *‘Principles of Psychology,” Vol. 1,
Sec. 199, Spencer says ‘‘we need omly
pursue the synthesis a step further to
see how metnory results from the same
process of development by which instinct
becoming more and wmore complicated,
finally merges into the higher forms of
physical action. Some clue will be
wained on observing that while, on _he
one hand, instinct may be regarded as a
kind of organised memory; on the other
hand memory may be regarded as s kind
of incipient instinct.”

If *‘instinct may be regarded as a kind
of orgarized memory,” the question,—
Who is it that remembers?—becomes
pertinent.

At one time science divided the do-
main of nature into three grand divis-
ionf, the mineral, vegetable and ani-
mat,

More recently the divisipns were re-
duced to two: the organic and the inor-
gunic. The gulf between these was
thought to be impossible. Now, how-




